
in our models and in crul"r~dio equipment. The hobby provides many
hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial
aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz
band.

Sincerely,

#~7~~

/,->-//,~~~
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)mary 4, 1993

........~ .. u.-. 8aIIIfstrom ....
_...t 1301 Myrtle Street

Turlock, Califomia 95380

Dear Senator Feinstein:
r- .'._' '
'.. ',"

,.
~
\.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents
and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes..

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land mobile
dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land
mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths and
rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control
frequencies and cause interference to the radio control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as
proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly
decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet or mure and weigh as much as 40
pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build, but more to the point, they are capable of causing
property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
aircraft. We need the use of our full complement or radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the
expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of radios,
but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many
hours of enjoyment to thousand of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of
the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals
for the 72 - 76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

4 L'i
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The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
US Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Ms. Feinstein:

As a fellow San Francisco Bay Area citizen, I am asking for your
help on the proposed PR Docket 92-234 under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission. If adopted the new rule will
greatly reduce the frequencies currently assigned for R.C. model
use. Our radio-control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band
which is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operations.

The frequencies are far enough apart that we have been able to
share this band without interfering with others. The proposed
rule will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz apart
(now 10 Khz apart) which will make at least 40 of the 50
frequencies unsafe for R.C. model use.

This affects both R.C. airplane. car, and boat activities. When
there is interferences you loose control of the operation of the
radio and therefore your airplane, car, boat, etc can crash
and/or go out of control. This affects kids R.C. toys as well as
adLtI ts. I am a mel1lbel'- of the BARCS (B,;;,y Area Radi 0 Contr"ol)
operators of R.C. airplanes who go to great lengths to prevent
frequency overlaps to protect our airplane and avoid mishaps to
other"s.

This will also affect the R.C. industry which has also been
affected by the recession and does not need any problems for
their pilots. There is a sizable industry and hobbyists who have
a considerable investment to protect as well has protecting a
wonderful hobby, especially fo~ Senior Citizens.

We need your help to QQt allow the FCC to carry out it's proposal
PR Docket 92-234 for 72-76 MHz band which has a deadline of
February 26, 1993. Thank vou for your cooperation.

H:i, nCf-,""'f::,J v.
/)

! '

'II ~. ________
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Febru~ry 3, 1993

The F.onor~ble Dianne Feinstein
United States Sen~te

Washington, D.C. 20510

De~r Senator Feinstein:

I am. retired and derive many hours of enjoyment from
constructing and operating radio controlled model air
planes. Therefore, I am very concerned about proposed
rules that are currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding
is PH Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently
assigned ror model use and increase the risk of accidents
and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 NEz
band. This band is primarily used for private land mobile
dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequen
cies in this band are far enough apart from the land
mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the
band without either use interfering with the other. We
have worked diligently within our alloted frequencies to
serve all modelers with a safe and operable system and
have not requested additional frequencies or infringed
on others. Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile
frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths
and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land
mobile frequencies will move'closer'to the radio control
frequencies and cause interfere'nce to our operations.

I do not consider it wise or just of the FCC to seek
to improve the operating conditions and numbers of land
mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of a very
constructive and satisfying pastime by not allowing the
FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76'MEz band.

Sincerely,



David 'R. 'Rankl~"
1747 S. Ha.....ecm St.
Stocktcm, CJA. 9'206

'"the Hono,.able Diane Feinstein

LAnited States Senate

Washln9ton, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Feinsteinl

Reea,.din91 PR Doc~t92-235
':~.J

<:':1
en

::J have been inte,.ested In flleht since befot"e ::J co",ld .-ead. The oni):' wa):'io" me to

actlvel):' pal"tldpate In fl):'ln9 was to b",ild model ai..c,.aft. ::J am c",,.t"et\tl):' a membe,. of Delta

Valle):' Modelet"S, a local "RIC (..adio cont,.ol) c1",b and have been fO,. ove" a ):'ea,.. '"the amo",nt

of time and mone):' ::J have invested in the spol"t of modelin9 is mot\",mental. '"the conce..t\ ::J
have Is that if the Fede..al Comm",nications Commission p,.ocee.des with the acceptance of PR

Docket 92-235, the t\eW t"t.tles will et"eatl):' .-ed",ce the ",seabilit):' of fl"e.Gf",ende.s now assi9ned

fO,. ",se b):' model aviation.

::J ",nde.-stand that the FCC wants to c ..eate mo,.e land mobile f.-eq",encies b):' splittin9

them into na....oWe.. bandwidths and ..ea....aneine the bat\d plan. As a ..e.s",lt, man):' land mobile

f ..eq",endes will move dose.. to ..adio cont..ol f.-eq",endes and ca",se inte1e..ence to ,.adio

cont,.ol ope..ations. LAnde..stand that some model ai ..c ..aft have wines spat\nin9 10' and

weiehlne as m",ch as 55 po",nds. A model of this size and weieht co",ld ca",se maJo.. p ..opet"t):'

damage, and mor'e se..io",sl):', it\)"'''):' 0" death. We t\eed the f",11 "ange of ,.adio f ..e.q",endes to

ass",..e a safe fl):'it\9 et\vi ..onment.

'"the ..adio cot\t..or moder ind",st..):' has spent the bette.. pari of 40 ):'eat"S desl9nln9 and

pe1ectit\e ..adio cont,.oI eq",ipment. ::In that time it has ",nde"eone majo,. chan9es and has

become m",ch mo,.e ",se" f ..iendl):' ca",sine the ind",st,.):' to become a p ..ovlde,. of wo.-k fO,.

Ame..icans. M):' e~pe..lence 16 ):'ea.-s a90 demonst,.ates the probrems that will s",.-el):' a ..ise.

M):' b..othe,. at\d ::J wet"e lea..nine some of the ..",diments of flieht when a rand mobile ",nit was

ke):'ed, and we rost a $400.00 model ai,.c..aft. ::Jf the FCC is allowed to f",.-the.. diminish the

reear f,.eq",enc):' tole,.at\ce it\ the 72-76 MHz bands, the losses will be m",ch e ..eate...

::Jt is m):' opinion that it wo",ld be unwise fo.. the FCC to t,..):' to bnp,..ove the ope"'atin9

conditions of land mobile ,.adio ",sel'"S at the e~pense of ,.adio cont..ol modele,..s. The FCC ma):'

not think model aviation is as imporiant a ,.adio ",se" as b",isness ,..adio ",sel'"S, b",t we have a

conside..able investmet\t in ou" aic,.aft and ,..adio eq",ipment and a"e 9",a,.anteed the pel'"S",it of

happiness b):' this co",nt,.):" s Constit",tion.

Please help me contin",e the safe enjo):,ment of m):' chosen fo,.m of ,.ec,.eation b):' not

allowin9 the FCC to ca,.,.):' o",t its p,..oposals fO,. the 72-76 MHz band.

SincefOel):',

David R. Rankin

Daniel L. Rankin
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The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
331 Hart Senate Office Building
washington, D.C. 20510

Subject: FCC NPRM Pr Docket 92-235

Dear Senator Feinstein:

January 2,1 ,.l~93
'.. - .'.: 10

Let ne begin by congratulating you on your recent election. Here I s
hoping things will change for the better in washington. I am writing
to request your assistance in the rejection of the subject proposal
presently before the F.C.C. for adoption.

Duriug the l~st five yearz we in the Radio Co~trcl ~el hobby were
required to replace all our equipment because the F.C.C. decreased our
frequency spacing from 20 Khz to 10 Khz. The equipnent replacenent was
very expensive and now they would all be obsoleted by this docket
changing the spacing to 2.5 Khz.

lobst of us have been interested in Radio Controlled M:ldels for over
thirty years and we spend much of our leisure tine trying to help the
younger generation to learn what a great hobby-sport this is.
Certainly this wonderful pastime offers young people a great
alternative to drugs, for this reason alone it is worthwhile.

This proposal, if adopted,would preclude the safe operation of model
aircraft and make the operators subject to litigation for accidents
caused by radio interference. The models I fly are large, fast ,and
expensive, therefore I take every precaution to operate them safely.
There is no precaution I could take to prevent an accident caused by
radio interference by another radio broadcasting perhaps aUles away on
a frequency only 2.5 Khz. away from my radio.

It is for the reasons I have stated that the proposals in FCC. NPRM PR
Docket 92-235 to add frequencies between model and commercial
frequencies not be adopted.

Sincerely

~ (P~-------
/ £ /~ J];,{ v#ItV-. (y.
Dc fel'J;(.,~~-/ Q

~~t'f7



Dear Senator Feinstein: r ~ _ - r _.

I am involved with the sport of Radio Controlled mOdeling. '}arilpreseafly a
member of the Bayside Radio Control Club in Fremont, California. Our club has over
270 members. I enjoy the building and the flying of RIC aircraft. In the begining of
1991, we under went the changing of all o~r Radio equipment to insure that we met the
new guidelines set forth by the FCC and to keep our hobby safe. I presently own six
Radio control systems and 10 different models and I have a workshop full of
products, equipment, and projects necessary to operate my aircraft.

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently under consideration
by the Federal Communucations Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket
92-235. If adopted, the new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned for RIC models and increase the risk of accidents and attendant
liability.

Our radio-control frequencies are currently in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio-control
frequencies in this band are far enough apart from land mobile frequencies that we have
been able to share the band without either use interfering with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part
90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for the safe use of RIC aircraft and
surface models by keeping a 10 KHz spacing between fixed commercial users and
frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 KHz of frequencies available to us, eliminating safe use of at
least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the 30
frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyists. In
fact, more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our RIC models, we go to great lengths to ensure the safety of the
operaters and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the frequencies. If the number
of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies
will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation conditions of
land mobile radio users at the expense of the radio control modelers. The FCC may
not think we are as important as business users of radio, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and in our radio equipment. It is a sizable industry that must
be saved from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many hours of
enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial avaition industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC
to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the 72-76 MHz band. We all need your
help urgently because the FCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may
become more difficult to avoid halting these proposals from going into effaet.

Sincerely, b.1? ~_-J
Wm. R. H~tter
308 Dawson Dr.
San~~ Clara, CA. 95051
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4 February 1993

Dear Ms. Feinstein:

I am involved with the sport' of Radio Controlled modeling. I
am presently a member of the Bayside Radio Control Club in Fremont,
California. Our club has over 270 members. I enjoy building and
the flying of RiC aircraft. In the beginning of 1991, we under
went the changing of all our Radio equipment to insure that we met
the new quidelines set forth by the FCC and to keep our hobby safe.
I presently own four (4) Radio control systems and ten (10)
different mod91s and I have a workshop fUll of products, equipment,
and projects necessary to operate my aircraft.

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rule will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
RIC models and increase the risk of accidents and attendant
liability.

Our radio-control frequencies are currently in the 72-76 MHz
band. This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operations. However, our radio-control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from land mobile frequencies that we have been
able to share the band without either use interfering with the
other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235
replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows
for the safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping a 10
KHz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by
RIC enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 KHz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72
MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75
MHz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyists. In fact,
more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our RiC models, we go to great lengths to
ensure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the frequencies. If the number of
usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the
remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the
operation of conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense
of the radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radio, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and in our radio equipment. It is a
sizable industry that must be saved from these detrimental FCC
actions. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of
thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement
and development of the commercial aviation industry.



Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for
the 72-76 MHz band. We all need your help urgently because the FCC
has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more
difficult to avoid halting these proposals from going into effect.

Sincerely,

..j~C~



MIl'Diego
'AMA Charter 13078

Date: February 5, 1993

To: The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

From: Chuck Grim
1319 Reed Ave.
San Diego, CA 92109-5131

Dear Senator Dianne Feinstein:

I am an electronic engineer employed by the Department of Defense. My career started with my
interest in radio controlled airplanes when I was a teenager. I still enjoy the hobby today.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new
rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase
the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlJing model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-75 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private
land mobile dispatch operations. However our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use
intetfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move
closer to the radio control frequencies and cause intetference to radio control operations. I am told
that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if the new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety
of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions
involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable
frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested
and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as
30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio intetference causes the
operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where
hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in
order to assure a safe flying environment.
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I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as
business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio
equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out
its proposals for the 72-75 MHz band.

Sincerely,

~~
Chuck Grim

Treasurer
(619) 274-7322



The Honorable Diane Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein:

· .
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I am an active radio controlled model airplane buildez and qJellItt and I derive many hours of enjoyment from this activity. I am
active in a local club whose members also enjoy conSIruCting and operating radio controlled model airplanes.

I am vuy concerned about the proposed roles that are currently under consideration by the Federal Communicalions Commission
(FCC). The proceedi.. is PR Docket 91·135. If adoI*d. the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned fm model use and increase the risk ofaccidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes. I suspect
they may even become unusable fm model use.

As a matter of fact, I own two radio controlled airplanes and one radio controlled helicopter that would be unusable if this
frequency assignment is made. The reason that they may be unusable is because the proposed new frequencies are so close,
interference will occur and render most model frequencies unusable. I don't want to risk injury to individuals and/or ruin my
investment ofapproximately $4,000, or give up so much fun that is derived ftom this activity.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72- 76 MHz band. This band is primny used fm private land mobile dispatch operations.
Howcva-, our radio control frequencies in this bind are f.. enough apart from the land mobil frequencies that we have been able to
share the band without either use interfmng with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into D8ITOWer bandwidths and rearranging the IBJd
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new roles are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operaD'S and bystanders
and the protection of property. A map portion of the precautions involve the careiuI coordination and use of the radio control
frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as~ by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become
congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many of the model airpIanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. My
helicopter has a main rotor span of 60" in diameter. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they
are capable of causing property damage, serious injury or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundred of operators participate. We need the use of our full
complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do Dot thiak it is wise or the FCC to seek to improve the operatiag coaditioas or laad mobile radio
users at the expease or radio coatrol modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of
radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of
enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me coatiaue the safe eajoymeat of my pastime by Dot allowiog the FCC to carry out its
proposals ror the 71·76 MHz baad.

Sincerely,

c. l ( " ( '- t . - -

Richard Albers
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367 Dirksen Senate O~fice Bldg
Washington D.C., 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein:

l am very active in the construction and flying of raciio ,;ontro::ed
model airplanes. I am an active in a local ra.~:o -:~i-,~i.-ol ,.::l"cJ.b wi~:_

250 members and enjoy my hobby very much.

I am very concerned with the FCC anG their PR Docket 9:-235. If
adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce or make it impossible to
use frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the
risk of accident and with it the liability for controlling model
ai l-p lanes.

Please understand that my models are not just toys. My largest model
plane has a weight of 25 pounds and has both still photography and
video camera capabilities. I have $1600.00 invested in this model
alone. It goes without saying that a radio interferenct problem
would make this model very dangerous and could cause serio~~ injury
and property damage.

~ do not thiLk that the FCC should 3eek to improve operati~g

conditions for land mobile ~se at the expens~ of r6dio co~t 0:
i~odelers. The hobby provide3 ma~i ho~_~ ~~ enjoyment and recreation
to thousands of people like mj5el~. 7he radio contL~: ~obby also
contributes to t~e ~l~'~~t:slY~e~t and ieve:~p~e~~ ~~ ~~~~ CG~~.0~c~a:

aviation i~Just~y.



Utt'.frt J Sl(c/~ s 5€vta..-{.(!

Lv Ii oS h. I~ f~VI I ,?L c.. ,

- '9' ,
i

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new'rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with
the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be
left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC. the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30
or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point. they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely.

~JB ~""



J. Gregg Wilson, Jr.

1085 Remsen Court
r .~ ~~.- - ,

Sunnyvale, CA 94087:

408-736-1797

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein

United States Senate

Washington, DC 20510

Re: Notice of Proposed Rule Making PR Docket 92-235

Dear Senator Feinstein:

-,1""..,'
~. t::.·t

I am deeply concerned about the proposed rules change included in the Notice of

Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) PR Docket 92-235 currently under consideration by the

Federal Communications Commission (FCC). I would appreciate your help in defeating

this proposal.

I am a model airphne enthusiast who has enjoyed constructing and flying radio

controlled (RIC) aircraft for many years. In order to comply with new FCC rules in 1991,

those of us who fly RIC aircraft purchased new radio receivers and upgraded our

transmitters. This was done, at significant cost, to ensure the safety of operators and

bystanders and protect property.

NPRM-PR Docket 92-235 is proposed under Part 88 of FCC rules which, if adopted, will

greatly reduce the usability of 72-76 MHz band frequencies currently assigned by the

FCC for radio control use under Part 95 of their rules. The Part 95 frequency plan keeps

a 10 kHz space between those frequencies assigned for private land mobile radio use and

those assigned for radio control use. PR Docket 92-235 would place land mobile radio

operators within 2.5 kHz of the frequencies assigned to radio control use, undermining

the operational safety measures radio controlled aircraft enthusiasts have worked so hard

to establish.



Radio control enthusiasts go to great lengths to ensure the safety of RIC pilots,

bystanders, and model airplanes. The airplanes are expensive to build and, more

importantly, they are capable of causing property damage and serious injury if radio

interference causes the pilot to lose control of the aircraft. We RIC pilots depend on

uninterrupted radio contact with our airplanes at all times when we are flying. The close

frequency range of 2.5 kHz would cause interference in our transmitters and render

unsafe at least thirty of the fifty frequencies assigned to radio control.

I am an active member of the Pioneer RIC Club, an affiliate of the Santa Clara County

Police Activities League (PAL). Our club makes annual monetary contributions to PAL

to support its youth programs and special group activities. We also regularly contribute

to the development of our youth by teaching them how to build and fly RIC aircraft, in

addition to stimulating interest in science and technology and the advancement of the

commercial aviation industry.

It is unfair of the FCC to accommodate land mobile radio users at the expense of radio

control users, and I would appreciate your help so that:

1) NPRM-PR Docket 92-235 is not implemented, and

2) RIC fliers like myself can safely use our frequencies on the 72-76 MHz band.

I would appreciate hearing from you regarding this matter.

Sincerely yours,

9.4~dMT1
~.~,~ WilSO~, Jr. /



TIle Honorable Diann~ Feinstein
331 Hart Senate Office Building
washington, D.C. 20510

Subject: FCC NPRM Pr Docket 92-235

Dear Senator Feinstein:

Janu~.ry 21,19930
. .' ",J

Let me begin by congratulating you on your recent election. Here's
hoping things will change for the better in washington. I am writing
to request your assistance in the rejection of the subject proposal
presently before the F.C.C. for adoption.

During the last five yAars we in the Radio Control Mbdel hobby were
required to replace all our equipment because the F.C.C. decreased our
frequency spacing from 20 Khz to 10 Khz. The equipment replacement was
very expensive and now they would all be obsoleted by this docket
changing the spacing to 2.5 Khz.

lobst of us have been interested in Radio Controlled M:Xlels for over
thirty years and we spend much of our leisure time trying to help the
younger generation to learn what a great hobby-sport this is.
Certainly this wonderful pastime offers young people a great
alternative to drugs, for this reason alone it is worthwhile.

This proposal, if adopted,would preclude the safe operation of model
aircraft and make the operators subject to litigation for accidents
caused by radio interference. The models I fly are large, fast ,and
expensive, therefore I take every precaution to operate them safely.
There is no precaution I could take to prevent an accident caused by
radio interference by another radio broadcasting perhaps miles away on
a frequency only 2.5 Khz. away from my radio.

It is for the reasons I have stated that the proposals in FCC. NPRM PR
Docket 92-235 to add frequencies between model and commercial
frequencies not be adopted.

Sincerely

C-t

Ci2SLlt.(



Ff!bnJaty 4, 1993

The Honorable Sen. Diarme Feinstein
367 Dirksen Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Sen. Diarme Feinstein:

I am a Radio Control ~eler am just learned of PR fucket 92-325.

I am retired and have four radio' s in the 72 KIz range and too in the 75 KIz range. The
equiIJlBlt that I nm can nm upwards of $3,000.00. I am concerned over this proposal
in three areas:

1. The frequencies are too close to existing R.C. frequencies.
2. They are roobile.
3. The allowable deviaticn off the new maan frequency is large enoogh that they could

legally cross over into one of our R.C. frequencies.

The safety aspect of one of my planes losing centrol in flight is very dangeroos, not
to IIBltion the liability factor.

Please BlOCK this proposal.



The HonorttMW'mMfne' 1Pemsteiir~'

Ref: FCC Notice of Proposed Rule Makiri.g (NP'RM)' in ~IJ :pocket 92-235

Dear Senator Feinstein

February 7, 1993

I would like to bring an issue to your attention. It may affect a number of your
constituents.

I have been interested in aviation since I was a small by and I've been active in Radio
controlled (RIc) Model Aviation for over 10 years. I'm very concerned about a
proposed rule under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC).

The proposal is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, this new rule would greatly reduce the
number of frequencies assigned for RIC model use and increase the risk of accidents.

RIC frequencies are in the 72 to 76 Mhz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. Our current RIC frequencies are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies, we've been able to share the band without
interfering with each other.

The NPRM in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88.
Part 90 allows for safe use of RIc aircraft and surface models by keeping 10 Khz
spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The
new Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of those available to
us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 Mhz band (for RIC
Aircraft) and 10 of 30 frequencies on the 75 Mhz band (for RIC Cars and Boats) now
used.

We RIC modelers go to great lengths to ensure safety. These models are NOT TOYS
and can be very dangerous if rendered uncontrollable by some mobile transmitter.
These models are capable of speeds in excess of 120 MPH and mine weigh between
10 and 15 pounds. They could easily damage property or kill someone.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to expand operating condi.tions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of RIc modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as
business users of radio, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in
our radio equipment. It is a sizeable industry that must be saved from these
detrimental FCC actions. This hobby provides many hours of enjoyment for hundreds
of thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry. It also fosters interest in many
technical areas for the young and provides a great alternative to drugs, crime, etc.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the 72-76 Mhz band. We all need your
help urgently because the FCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may
become more difficult to avoid halting these proposals form going into effect.

".-.......---_.,.

Sincerely,

/J /J, /-- . /1'~., /'--, .x-t"l/
colin G. Lindel
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January 30, 1993

The Honorable 01anne Felnsteln
Unlted States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein:

I am requesting that you help prevent the FCC from implementing
their proposed rule (NPRM-PR Docket 92-235) for modifying the 72
76 MHz band.

-----------f!-am a builder and flyer of radio controlled model aircraft and
our radios use this band. The proposed additional frequencies
would be within our bandwidth and would certa1nly interfere with
aircraft operation. ~his would create a safety problem and a
financial burden on model a1rcraft flyers.

Since the proposed new frequencies are designated as moblle,
their operation and potential interference cannot be predicted or
detected ahead of time. Interference will cause planes to go
out of control. Since the planes can weigh several pounds, an
out of control plane becomes a dangerous projectlle with the
potential to injure to people or damage property.

In additl0n, these planes may cost anywhere from $30 to hundreds
of dol lars (not count1ng the value of 10's to 100's of hours to
bUlld) WhlCh wou Id be destroyed 1n a crash. We have recently
been forced by the FCC to buy or upgrade our radlos to 10KHz
narrowband. Now thls new proposal would make these radlos WhlCh
cost from $100 to $2000 unusable. Many of us have several radios
(I have 4 at a total value of about $600).

This proposed new rule is unfair and dangerous to the 1000's of
model plane enthuslasts as well as the general public. Please do
not allow the rule to be implemented.

Sincerely,

B1 I 1 Souder
3353 Crazy Horse Dr.
Slml Valley, CA 93063


